
613

THE LANCET.

LONDON, SATURDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1849.

THE PROPOSED NEW CHARTER OF THE COLLEGE OF SURGEONS.

WHEN an educated body of gentlemen, numbering many
thousands, find themselves placed under a system of govern-
ment which has nothing to recommend it, either in principle
or in detail, it is not surprising that such a system should be
speedily destroyed from the effects of those powerful instru-
ments-exposure and argument.
The amended Charter of the College of Surgeons of 1843

has been characterized by a very striking peculiarity; as a
whole it had no advocates. Although it was animated and
dignified by the recognition of a representative principle, this
advantage was so restricted, and the details of the measure
were of so cumbrous a nature, that it was apparent from the
first such a statute could not long remain in force. Objec-
tionable, however, as were its provisions, it had the honour of
being the basis on which a system of representative govern-
ment in the College was to be established. The change thus ef-
fected, although not satisfactory, was a vast improvement upon
the system of government created by the Charter of GEORGE III.
And now that the Council of the College have judiciously
resolved to appeal to the Crown to amend the Charter of
1843, that body ought to receive the advice and aid of that
host of surgeons who consist of the members of the College;
and it cannot be denied that the Council, fellows, and mem-
bers, either conjointly or in separate divisions, should all memo-
rialize the- Crown for a new Charter. Such a step, however,
should not be hastily taken. It should, in short, be preceded
by full discussion and ample reflection. 

‘

The Council have frankly and authoritatively admitted, that
the existing Charter is a defective statute, unsuited for the
government of the College,and therefore requiring amendment.
But it must be remembered, that long previously to this ad-
mission by the governing body, the members, without pre- ’’

judging the question, had unanimously resolved that the 
I

Charter ought to be abrogated; and the great majority of their
body have gone still further, and have repeatedly appealed to
the legislature, with a view to obtain a new law for their
government. A general reconstruction of the statutes which
relate to medical education, and the practice of medicine and
surgery in this country, is universally admitted. From Ireland
and Scotland, similar appeals have been repeatedly addressed
to the senate. Owing, however, to the conflicting interests
which were in operation, and to the adverse spirits which were
at work, no law, embodying an adjustment of the opposing
views and conflicting demands of the various hostile cor-

porations, has yet been enacted by the legislature. But it

must be confessed, that the obstacle which mainly obstructed
an amicable settlement of the difficulties of the question was
the amended Charter of 1843. The Council, with equal spirit
and justice, have decided that, to a certain extent at least,
they are prepared to lead the way in diminishing the force of
this obstructing agent. Hence, it stands confessed, that
what shall be the future government of the College is, at this
moment, an open question amongst all parties. This is indeed 

Ia great fact. The subject has therefore become one of I
anxious consideration, both by the governing body and thatmultitudinous mass of members, whose position, interests, and

feelings had been so strongly and injuriously affected by the
statute of 1843.

Thus much with respect to the past and the present. But what
of the future ? Who can now venture to determine whether

calm, wise, and liberal views shall prevail in deciding what
shall be the future government of the College. Who can
determine whether old feuds and irreconcilable animosities
shall be obtruded into the proceedings and discussions which
must now speedily ensue. Warned by past experience, and
by the discreditable causes of many defeats, those members
of the profession who believe that the honour and dignity of
the medical faculty can be best secured by the establishment
of a just system of government in undeniably the most re-
nowned surgical college in the world, will approach the newly-
opened ground of discussion with moderated feelings, and a
philosophical determination to avoid most, if not all, the errors
which have led to previous discomfitures, and the non-fulfil-
ment of their hopes.

Is there an additional college wanting ? From thousands of

voices, whose echoes resound in all the nooks and corners of
the kingdom&mdash;"NO," is the firm and unhesitating reply.
When it is asked, what circumstance can possibly strive to
render necessary the establishment of another medical or sur- 

"

gical college in this metropolis, what is the answer which is

given with an equally unhesitating utterance? "The rejection
of the just claims of the members of the College of Surgeons
to a fair and. equitable participation in the government of the
distinguished institution to which they belong."
In considering the vastly important subject which these

questions involve, it cannot but be obvious to every rational
and candid person, that mutual concessions must be made by
the advocates of conflicting interests. It is for the great body
of the members of the College to resolve that they will not be
tricked or cheated out of their splendid institution, and that
neither low intrigue nor sordid manoeuvres shall have the
effect of transferring them to, and permanently connecting
them with, an inferior, or a mere drug-besmeared establish-
ment. By the recent bold proceedings of the Council of the
College, it must be admitted that the whole question of medi-
cal government in this country is open for investigation and
adjustment. The sentence of condemnation passed by the
Council on the Charter of 1843, has been pronounced
most opportunely, and is the happiest precursory event

which could at this time have been presented to the

notice of the profession. The liberal and courageous
spirit which led to the proclamation of that excellent

decree, has only to continue in action a short time, and sig-
nalize itself by other similar acts, to win back for the Council
the confidence, attachment, and respect, of upwards of thirteen
thousand of their professional brethren. The Council, we

believe, were moved to proceed in the admirable course which
they have recently taken by the laudable, energetic, and perse-
vering exertions of LNIr. GUTHRIE; and that this distinguished
member of the Council will relax in his labours is a thing not
to be anticipated for a moment. That attempts may be made
to deter the Council from sympathizing with the members of
the College, and from embracing them with the full cordiality
of fraternal friendship, we can readily credit. That some low

intrigues may be practised, as in the holding of " hole-and-
corner" meetings, and that vulgar denunciations of the
Council may be heard at a time when this body has
assumed a perfectly amicable attitude, are things which
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the melancholy experience of past times compels us to acknow-
ledge may occur. Firmly, however, do we believe that a large
majority of the Council, shielded by the armour of truth and

justice will offer no vulnerable point to corrupt, mercenary, or
ignorant assailants. It must be admitted that there is one mem-
ber of the Council whose position and name at this time are

attracting marked and peculiar attention; and in letters which
we are receiving from all parts of the country, the inquiry is I
made, What course is Sir B. BRODIE taking at this junc- ’,
ture " This question is a natural one, because it is well

known throughout the length and breadth of the land that
it was under the advice of that celebrated surgeon and mem-
ber of the Council that the odious system of self-election in the

government of the College was destroyed, and the ennobling
and exalting system of election by representation intro-
duced in its stead. Sincerely do we hope that Sir

B. BRODIE will now feel himself called upon to exert

his powerful mind, and employ his potent influence,
in carrying out and completing the good work which he so
wisely and liberally commenced. With an ample fortune,
enjoying a reputation which extends over the globe, he can
have no selfish object in view; and, in fact, no other motive
for interfering in the question of medical government than that
of obtaining for his professional brethren the highest position in
the scale of civilized society can be attributed to him.

If the distinguished men who form the majority of the
council make a bold and decisive effort at this time to esta-

blish a system of government for the College, which shall reo
ceive the approval and ardent support of the members, we
feel no hesitation in telling them that they will be pre-
eminently successful, and that the benefit which must result
from their disinterested labours will be felt by the profession
and the public to the end of time.

&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;&mdash;

WE observe that the Prime Minister has given X1000
to the Royal Society, with an intimation that the same

sum will be forthcoming in future years, to be applied to
the advancement of Science and the interests of the Society.
We notice this fact with considerable satisfaction, as an indi-

cation, however slight, of the wish to acknowledge the ser-
vices rendered by Science to the State. But our satisfaction

would be greater, if we could conscientiously declare that the
constitution and proceedings of the Royal Society are such
as to insure the right application of its income, power, and
privileges. We are constrained to say, that in the recent

proceedings at Somerset House, in the medals just awarded,
and in the new elections to the Council, much the same faults
have been committed as those which signalized the rule of the
late President and the late Secretary. Some of the Fellows

elected to the Council have no scientific claim whatever to

that high honour; nay, they could not, under the present re-
gulations, be fairly elected, even to the Fellowship, on the
strength of any contributions rendered to Science. The

Royal Society has done itself honour by the election of Mr.

ADAMS, of Cambridge; but this has been neutralized by the
election of others whose names are utterly unknown in scien-
tific investigations. We would advise the noble President,
whose wish, we are assured, is to act rightly, and whose posi-
tion is all-powerful, to look to these things, with a view to
their prevention for the future.
We cannot congratulate the Society on the distribution of

its medals. In the present year, the only medical man who
has obtained this honour is Dr. MANTELL; and right well do his
labours deserve such a reward. But the manner in which Dr.

MANTELL has had it conferred upon him is not creditable to

the Society, the Council, or the Committees. Dr. MAXELL’S

claims were passed over by the Geological Committee, and
the medal was recommended to another person, whose pockets
are already redundant of the Royal discs; for there appear to
be in the Society a set of misers in medallions, who absorb all
those honours.

We are informed that Sir R. J. MuRCHisoN proposed
to throw over the recommendation of the Committees, and- 

’

to give Dr. MANTELL the medal-a proposition which was
adopted by the Council. It is, however, mortifying, that what
should have been the reward of a life of incessant and successful

scientific toil, should really come, not from the discernment of
the Society at large, but from the forbearance of an individual.
We regret, too, to see that the Committees-those seats of

every variety of jobbing and intrigue -still remain unre-
formed : the parties who were concerned in the irregular pro-
ceedings which led to the resignation of Dr. ROGET and the
Marquess of NORTHAMPTON still dominate, for instance, in the
Physiological Committee. These things ought not to be; and
Lord RossE will be responsible if they should continue.
We feel that we have not directed sufficient attention to

the medical department of the Royal Society, since our late
victorious and somewhat vehement assaults upon the ill-doings
and ill-doers of that institution; but we propose from time to ,

time, for the future, to repair our fault. If it be the desire of

Lord RossE to have a peaceful and prosperous Presidency,&mdash;
one marked beyond all former example by scientific progress,
-let him amend the Society, and remove all secrecy and irre-
sponsibility. He is in that position that he may attract or
repel scientific progress to almost any extent.

WE heartily admire the spirit -which dictated Mr. SvME’g
Letter to the Lord Advocate, on Medical Reform, though we
may not agree with all his conclusions and plans. One of the

great points contended for in Mr. SYJBlE’S Letter is, that as

many of the degrees issued in Scotland are undoubtedly
higher than the licence of the Apothecaries’ Society of Lon-.
don, they should qualify for general practice in England and
Wales. Before the County Courts Bill, the difficulty of con-
victing a Scotch physician or surgeon engaged in general prac-
tice here, amounted, in fact, to a right to practise; but now,
convictions and penalties may be obtained with the greatest
facility. Mr. SYME, of course, stands up for the pre-eminent
glory of the University of Edinburgh, and contrasts the modes
of election of professors in England with those of Scotland,
declaring the former to be " chosen merely from the pupils of
the schools, or, rather, the still more narrow circle of aspi-
rants, who, by filling in succession the position of dressers, as-
sistants, demonstrators, or other subordinate places, are re-
garded as having a claim for preference," while, in Scotland)
the elections are conducted " with perfect freedom of selec-
tion, and without any admission of respect being due to local
connexion." (?) We might observe, that in University Col-
lege, in which Mr. SYME had some experience, this was hardly
the truth! Have all the past and present professors in that un-
fortunate institution been Englishmen, "pupils, assistants, dres-
sers, demonstrators, and other subordinates?" It would per.



615THE TRIAL OF VICKERS v. SHIPTON.

haps have been well for University College if they had? In Ione point, Scotland certainly has an advantage over England,
which we should like to see balanced.

"In England there is not a single medical school supported
or recognised by Government, while in Scotland the three
great medical seminaries of Edinburgh, Glasgow, and Aber-
deen, have not only received large grants of the public money
for the erection of their buildings, but annually draw allow-
ances for their libraries, museums, gardens, and professors’
salaries. The university with which I have the honour of be-
ing connected, has received upwards of .6100,000 for complet-
ing the college buildings, and 30,000 for the support of the
botanic garden, besides 575 a year for the library, and ae500
for the salaries of five medical professors."
Mr. Some condemns, in a very frank and manly way, the pre-

sent Charter of the College of Surgeons. He observes-" For
4; 
my own part, when informed by the late Mr. LISTON that my

"name was included in the first and most honourable list of

" fellows, I begged to decline what seemed to me to be a
" questionable compliment; I was induced to submit only by
his urgent request, he being a member of the Council at the
" time, that I would do so to avoid scandal." Still more em-

phatic is his condemnation of the proposed College of General
Practitioners, now stigmatized as a "degradation" even by the
originators of the plan. 

’

The faults of the present system are obvious enough. It is

easy to be eloquent, terse, or unanswerable, in its condemna-
tion. No one, in fact, defends it seriously. But the con-

structive part of the matter is avowedly difficult, and
there Mr. SvME is not so successful as in his delineations

of the shortcomings and backslidings of our Colleges and
the Apothecaries’ Society. Mr. SUlE proposes, as a remedy
for the evils of the present regime,-the limitation of univer-
sities to education and the granting of degrees; the manage-
ment of surgery and physic to the Colleges of Surgeons and
Physicians, under improved Charters; and the formation of a
41 Medical Council" by government, to be charged with the fol-
lowing duties :-

" 1. To determine what amount of education and examina-
tion should be held requisite for obtaining the licence of
general practice.

"2. To sanction or constitute boards for bestowing the
licence of general practice in London and Edinburgh, and
also in Dublin, if the measure should be extended to Ireland.

"3. To publish annually a register of qualified practitioners,
together with the degrees, diplomas, or other honorary dis-
tinctions which they may have acquired."
That some means of providing for the education and

examination of surgeons in general practice must be

devised, we allow, but we would rather, so far as Eng-
land is concerned, confide these responsible duties to a

body selected from the reformed University of London,
the College of Physicians, and the College of Surgeons,
than to any Council produced by a blind confidence in

any government. Mr. Syrm says, " confidence must be re-

posed in government." On this side of the Tweed, we are
not prone to this confidence, at least not in professional
affairs. Bad as our corporations have proved themselves, we
do not wish to get King STORK in place of King LoG.

A TRIAL, VICKERS V. SHIPTON, has just come off in the Ex-
chequer Court, on the subject of medical fees, which is well
worthy the attention of the profession. The defendant had

been severely injured on the Great Western Railway, and
Mr. VICKERS, of Baker-street, had attended him for a fracture

- of the jaw, and other injuries, in the treatment of which great

care and skill appear to have been exhibited, with the result
of saving the jaw, after the surgeon, who had first seen it, had
considered its removal absolutely necessary. The defendant,
SHipToy, had obtained compensation from the Railway for the
lnjury cured by Mr. VrCKERs, to the tune of .E400. He refused
to pay that gentleman’s charge of .E42, offering, in the first
instance, .El 5, and afterwards paying .625 into court. Mr.
VICKERS’S account showed forty-three visits, forty draughts,
nineteen lotions, besides ointment and lint. In the medical

evidence, the most conflicting testimony was given as to what
should be the proper charge of a " general practitioner,"
for visits and medicines. Some charged half-a-guinea
a visit, including medicines, others charged half-a-guinea
and cost price for the medicines; some charged five shillings
exclusive, and some five shillings inclusive, of drugs; others
considered three-and-sixpence a visit a fine remuneration.

Some witnesses never charged a second or third visit in the
same day, others did so invariably. The difficulty might
have been settled by supposing that the different ranks of
patients guided the charges, but this was set aside by the
Lord Chief Baron, as having nothing to do with the ques-
sion. The learned judge, therefore, in the midst of inex-
tricable confusion, made a calculation of the charges for the
I visits and medicines supplied by Mr. VICKERS, which yielded
X16 5s. only, but this did not take length of visits or con-
sultations into consideration. His Lordship, in summing
up, commented in rather severe terms on the bad taste

displayed by the defendant in bringing such a case to trial at
all, and the jury, after a deliberation of three hours and a
half, returned a verdict-Damages, .640.
We allude to this trial, not only for the purpose of record-

ing its facts, but for expressing our opinion that it would be
well if surgeons came to some understanding as to what was
to be the ordinary and proper charges for their services to
those in the middle and in the upper ranks of life. 

"

The barrister has his recognised fees, the solicitor his known
scale of charges. It looks to the disadvantage of the profes-
sion, that in medicine there should be, on such a public occa-
sion as this, nothing like unanimity upon the subject of
charges. The inference drawn at this trial was,. not that

medical men were paid according to any just system of remune-
tion, but that they got as much as they could from everybody.
Remotely, all this may be traced to the unsettled state of
medical legislation, and the competition between legal practi-
tioners, on the one hand, and quacks and unqualified persons
now untouched by the law, on the other.

THE MIRROR
OF

London Hospital Surgern.
ST. GEORGE’S HOSPITAL.

THERE is at present in this hospital a case of encephaloid
tumour of bone, under the care of Mr. Prescott Hewett, which
calls for our especial attention. Cancerous affections leave
the surgeon and his patient but two severe and distressing
alternatives-death by wasting, and hectic, or the removal of,
not unfrequentlv, a valuable portion of the frame. Nor is the
sufferer always free to choose the latter expedient, for surgeons
are very careful in avoiding operations where there is evident
danger of a relapse. Mr. Hewett gave his patient, on the 29th
ultimo, the benefit of a doubt, and removed the limb on which
the malignant growth had fixed. The subjoined history of
the case will show on what grounds this gentleman founds his
line of practice.


